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Dear Arthur, 

.any thanks for your kind letter. You are right about the confusion 
possible from the title* i -as aware of it and thought long before deciding 
on it anyway, feeling that when people read the book they’d correctly under** 
stand there is just so much room on a trover and that tho title is like a head- 
line* The only elt -rnetive that suggested itself was "Suppression of" end 
that seemed too flat to and to everyone on whom I tried it* 

The collateral benefits of my bo 'ks begin lug to get around, no 
matter how ineffeciently ond inadequately, is now here. I have hod four 
of the characters in my book get in touch with me, each endorsing its accuracy 
and each providing additional and valuable information. The most recent is 
at the end of the index, the only space I had for the rest of the bo'k had 
already been printed; this had not, by a fluke. 

Thanks for tho copy of the T^os story* ^ r Gver havo enough of then 
and it is a helpful stocy* 

The ViSJ story is also interesting* I think except as doctrine this 
bill will not be heloful. I have in mind & bo sic suit as soon as I can find 
a lawyer who is interested in the principle, for I cannot poy him* Preparatory 
to that, I haoe twice exhausted my administrative remedies. 

All the files will be for your archive, From new on, this will be 
my format, print the documents in the bo k. It is rending tho shirt and 
saying "eat", but there are none ti ±±± who will sit at the table. Notice the 
boycott continues. Particularly is this hard to understand at AWET-TV, which 
keeps extending invitations along with apologies and never- keeps its promises • 

AP and CBS have denied me the right to answer. I will in my own 
way and time do it* I’ve got all tho notes and some of the writing done on 
the AP thing, CBS may have plagiarized* I’ll speak to my lawyer in this field 
if I ever catch up with him and be then has time. There is no single criticism , 
of the Commission in alleged feet or CBS opinion that is not copyrighted in 
my work. They could, on their own, have found tho data I £cund and identical 
conclusions, but having rc»ad my work and credited my competitors (including 
with what they 3tole from me) with /.hat was not alone theirs, having out- 
right taken what none of my competitors have* and in every 7/ay avoided mention 
of my narue^ o-f^books, I think it is clear they were stealing and didn’t want 
to acknowledge. This is a dubious distinction, but I take it es an uninten- 
ded compliment. 

•^aclc to work. Ageing thanks. *' 

Sincerely, 
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